January 12, 1970 

Dear Harold (cc GRS) , 

Received your mailings of i2/30, 1/2, 5, 6, 6 again, 7. Some comments 
on separate pages. It’s not easy to keep up with all this l 

Your 12/28 to Mary, &c. on CD 87, SS 627t we don’t have this one. 

Copy of CD 7, p. 770 enclosed as requested. 

Thanks for the notes on the Texas file. You sent a 544 Camp pamphlet; I 
know about 18 picked up in Dallas after 11/22. I have no idea how much this 
film overlaps with the Texas stuff in the Archives, nor whether either or both 
was purpotedly the complete anything. 

On withheld O'Sullivan interviews this may b.e CD 75, p. 320, where "O’Sullivan, 
Fred, Officer" is indexed, along with two CAP names, Joe Thompson and Edward 
Voebel (cf. CD 405, p. 19). I can't guess the subject here. (Question - who 
was invovled in the vice matter the O'Sullivan worked on, in connection with 
Ferrie?) I will ~z? ask JNS to go over the withheld Ferrie pages in CD 75 to 
see which are entirely or partly CAP names, 0'S is also on p. 491, not withheld. 

Your 1/4 on Ahler docs: apparently after some discussion, Hoover did not 
supply the requested photos and personal history. Gary has this doc and sent it 
to us. I understand he is doing a memo on this. 

I am pretty sure that my work with Kimbrough will not go beyond sending him 
CD's he orders from my on-hand list and general help with Archives organization, 
etc. He seems to be ordering just about all the CD’s so I expect the favor to 
be reciprocated, which would be a good deal for us all. 

Your 1/4: no letters in Specter file on CD 498. (We were interested in SS 1221.) 
Of course, any such letters (esp. a request for the supplemental report) would 
bear neither file number. I am not that convinced that there should be something. 

But there should be a cover letter for SS 1221, and we should make sure that what 
is published is the whole thing, so it is worth pushing them to find it. 

Your l/3 to me: I did understand that the Bouck receipt stuff was not in 

the Archives before the SS sent it over for you. What I meant to indicate was 
that if they will do this, they should certainly send over copies of stuff that 
has been "lost"' in the Archives but was provably there once (mostly this would 
apply to the FBI reports that are not locatable). For example, we could ask the 
SS for SS 1221. Why not ask to see the file a± the Archives of all material that 
has been received from the SS, FBI, etc., since Nov. 64? 

You suggested I ask for Price Exh. 1 for you. I am sure there is no such 
thing; the first page of Price 2 is marked "Price 1-2" and it looks like an 
innocent mistake. 

The mention of Kenney in Humes' testimony is 2H349, para. 4. 

Your 1/5: requested reference (HEW-Texas) is CD 49, p. 22. 

I don't have Ch. 18 of COUP or Curry’s book on hand now, so I won't 
respond to your comments on my comments. A few points I think I am right on, 
but you disagree, so I hope you have time to read over my comments again; Anyhow 
it's 6 a.m. and time to quite. This is less painful than working on my thesis, 
but just about as slow. 


Sincerely, 

PaJL 


P.S.: enclosed in Willis' Cong. Rec. speech on you and others, which Bringuier 
uses. Other interesting item in Bringuier 's book: p. 8, Somoza statement (9/27). 



